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“J. Steele Olmstead” <prsistns@mindspring.com> on 06/19/200101:41:48 PM

To: "FAR Secretariat’ <farcase.2001-014@gsa.gov>
CC:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Wom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express ny opposition to the Bush admi nistration's proposal to
repeal the Clinton adm nistration's rules on federal contractor

responsi bility. The rules require contracting officers to | ook at a conpany's
record of conplying with the law in deciding whether the conpany is a
"responsible contractor” eligible to receive a federal contract.

As a taxpayer, | want ny tax dollars to go to responsibl e conpanies that
comply with the law, not to corporate |awbreakers. Conpanies that routinely
violate laws designed to protect the environment, consunmers, workers and ot her
inportant rights shouldn't be rewarded with valuable federal contracts.
That's unfair to conpanies that do conmply with the law and allows chronic
violators to profit from their |awbreaking.

I urge the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council not to repeal the contractor
responsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect wi thout further

del ay.

| am appal l ed by an administration who alleges it is for adhering to

puni shnent for person crimnals, but allows corporate crimnals to still get
money from our government. Is this sensical? Howis it a fam’lg can be ejected
from government housing if one of the children is a crimnal, but a corporate
| aw breaker can still get noney from the governnent? It is absurd.

Sincerely,

J. Steele A nstead
9708 Cypress Shadow Ave.
Tanpa, FL 33647




